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CENTRAL PAX CENTER 
Docket No. TD.198 AUG 6 9 2006 

REMARKS 

The Examiner is thanked for his caretul and very thorough Office 
Action. Claim 1 is hereby amended in order to correct alleged informalities 
suggested by Examiner. Applicant thanks Examiner for the indication that 
claims 6-8, 13, 20-22, and 27 would be allowable if rewritten to include all 
limitations from their respective base claims. 

Applicant offers the remarks below for why the remaining claims are 
believed to be in condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration, based on 
the following comments, is respectfully requested. 

Examiner rejects Claim 1 over Lee, USPN 6658167. Claim 1, as 
amended, is reproduced for purposes of discussion. 

I . An image display system, comprising: 

a visual server having image processing capabilities wherein 
the visual server is configured to selectively receive image- 
modifying data corresponding to a generated image, generate a 
modified image based upon the image-modifying data, and transmit 
the modified image as compressed data; and 

at least one client in selective communication with the visual 
server, the client including an image display, the client configured to 
further selectively generate image-modifying data and transmit the 
image-modifying data to the visual server, and the client receives as 
compressed data from the visual server an image modified based 
upon the transmitted image-modifying data, decompresses the 

compressed image data, and displays the decompressed image on the 
Client image display, 

A. Lee teaches that the client sends the server information which 
merely defines the intended use of data in a client application; however, 
the information sent by Lee's client to the server does not, itself, instruct 
how the data is to be modified. Therefore, Lee fails to teach or suggest 
that the client sends ^'image modifying data" as claimed. 
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In rejectog claim 1, Examiner suggests that Ue teaches the claimed 
hm^Uons of, .Svhe^in the visual server selectively receives im^I 
mod^^mg data con^sponding U> a generated image." as claimed in claim 
For th,s teachmg, Examiner points to Lee a. col. 3, lines 9-17 the 

^Z^^Z^r? 'L"^- "'"'""^ ^mimns information' 210 
related to the mtended use of the data in a client application from the client 

computer to the server...." 

-rrn..y'!^7' T"'"""' ^^^^"^ of Lee does not send 

image modifying data" as that term is used in the current application 

Instead tf.e information sent from the client to the server in Lee is 

infoZ " ' client-transmitted 
mformation m Lee .s not information instructing the server how to modify the 
daia-,.e. ,t is not "image-modifying data" as claimed. Instead, the cUent in 
Lee would send information such as "intended use is printing best quality 
r^olution on Inkjet printer...." [Lee, col. 5, lines 3-4] This passage, and T^^ 

S of re ''"^^ "'"^^ ^ 

The information sem from the client to the server in Lee does not 
instruct the server how to modify the image. In Lee, another step is required-a 
step not required in the present claim 1, for example. In Lee, the server 
receives the. information from the client (e.g., print resolution) and the server 
makes choice„s ahont ho>v the data will .p tjniiz^d for if. ^nf..w^ .... 
chent application . See, for example, Lee at col. 6, lines 43-56: 

The method for implementing the present invention includes the steps 
of ti-ansmittmg mformation regarding the intended use from the client 
to the server computer. Based on the information transmitted, the server 
ma^choices about how the data )vill be ontimi^eH fnr it^^^J^jn^ 
m_fee_^ Jient apphcation. These choices are coded into the server 
application program stored on the server. For example, infonnation that 
tlie data is transmitted from an Openpix client, is to be printed on an 
Inkjet pnnter and the desired resolution may be transmitted to the server 
apphcation program. Based on this information, the server program may 
tune the data for printing instead of viewing and will tune it to the 
characteristics of the Inkjet printer. [Emphasis added] 
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Hence, the dientofLee merely sends information about intend^ 
the data Itjoe^nots^ informafon .n^.^.-^, ... .^^.^HTglK 
^Ma^andj^efore does not ^^^^^^^ , 

decision of how to modify the data is made by the server of Lee 

In claim 1, however, the infomiation which ttie client sends (i.e., the 
image-mod.fymg data") itself instructs the server how to modify an image 
ms mfonnation replaces the choices made by Lee's server. In other words in 
Lee the server receives indirect information about the useofdafe and itself 
^-^des ^^^^tshouk^^ This decision of how to modify the 

data, made by the server, depends on software residing on the server. TTie 

■ ^Intrff .h'^^r^''''" ""^^ °*her choices. For 

aoSti'n '^ ^ ^^"Pi^ the server 

cok^nf r?^?^ «\ay optinj^e the bitstream or alternatively the 
colorspace, but if is a different application program or alternatively if 

l:^^, ' P^^"^"' ' "^^y -ake thL 

These teachings of Lee differ from the limitations of at least claun 1 
The term "image-modifying data" differs &om the information relating to 
mtended use" cited in Lee. The present appUcation gives examples and 
context for the tenn "image-mpdifying data." For example, the summary of 
the present application states in part: 

The clients are in selective communication with the visual server, and 
each client selectively generates image-modifying data corresponding to 
the image resident on the image display of that specific client. The client 
selec ivefy transmits the image-modifying data to the visual server, and 
the client then receives, as compressed data fix)m the visual server an 
image, or data representing an image, which is a modification of'the 
previous image on the client altered in accord with the previously 
transmitted image-modifying data. 
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This passage is intended to show that the image-modifying data of the 
present application is information that instmcts the visual server how to 
modify the image. Though the quoted passage includes words and limitations 
not directly mcluded in claim 1, Applicant is not arguing that those limitations 
should be imported into claim 1. Applicant only refer, to the above passage in 
order to demonstmte that "image-modifying dam" is not mere information 
relating to mtended use of an image. It is information that instructs the server 
how to modify an image! This is not taught or suggested in Lee. which only 
describes a client sending information about intended use of some data The 
teaching of Lee therefore would not indicate to one of ordinary skill in the art 
the umitations of claim 1. 

In claim 1 , the "image-modifying data" directfy instructs how the image 
should be modified. The server of claim 1 need not make such choices a. the 
server of Lee is required to make. This is because the information Lee's client 
sends IS only information about the intended use of data, and does not directfy 
instruct the server how to modify the data. TTie server of Lee makes that 
decision^base4^n,an.application residing in the server. But in claim 1 the 
client Itself instructs the server how to modify the data. In short, the client of 
Lee doesn't send image modifying data. It onfy sends information about use of 
some data, without instructions of what actual modifications to make The 
server takes the information on intended use and makes choices of how to 
modify the data. 

In short, describing to a server the intended use of some data is not the 
same as telling that server how to actuaUy modify the data. For example 
mtended uses in Lee revolve around resolution of an image for printing or 
similar uses. But the cliem of Lee does not tell the server what r^olutiori of 
image to send; that decision is left to the server itself Hence, the client of Lee 
does not send "image-modifying data" as claimed. It onfy sends information 
about the use of the data, without instructions of how to modify the data. The 
server modifies any data according to its own programming, not according to 
image-modifying instructions fi-om the client. The same client in Lee could 
send Its infbmiation about intended use to two different servers in Lee, and 
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d^endmg on the configuration of each sc^er, fl,e client would receive back 
d,ffe«,,l, „od,fied data, depending on fl,e choice, made by either Zl 

or su Jrr; r'h '^'^ ^"«««' -<«i reference does not teach 

o suggest all the hmrtahons of claim 1. Therefore, at least claim 1 is believed 

"Si™" — " 

Further, independent claims 9. 14, and 23 aU include lunitations which 
d,st,„gu.shed fro™ Lee by virtue of «,e above arguments. nan^^Zte 
does no, t«.ch or suggest a client sending "image-modifying data" to a^^v^ 
but mstead only sends infomration about the ■nt.nded use of s^^e Z 
H«Ke. ctams 9. 14. and 23 are hereby also believed distinguished oL *e 
c..edn=fere„ees.Favo,«blerecomiderationis«spectfullym,u^ 



Amendment - Serial No . 10/037,688 

• Page 12 

PAGE 13^15 - RCVD AT 8/9/2006 2:48:45 PM [Eastern Daylight Time) " 8VR:U8PTO-EFXRF-a/8 * DNI8:2738300 * C8tO:972 980 5841 ' DURATION (infn-58):05-26 



Rbi; 09 06 02: 16p 



972-980-5841 



p. 14 



Docket No. TD-198 



Conclusion 

Thus, all grounds of rejection and/or objection are traversed or 
accommodated, and favorable reconsideration and allowance are respectfully 
requested. The Examiner is requested tn tel e phone the nnH^ jgned attr>rn^ or 
Robert Groover for an inter v i ew to resolve anv remaininp is^n^c 



August 9, 2006 Respectfully submitted. 




Palk-ick C. R. H(3ales, Reg. No. 46,380 
Attorney for Applicant 

Customer Number 291 06 

Groover & Holmes 
PO Box 802889 
Dallas, TX 75380 
Tel: 972-980-5840 
fax: 972-980-5841 
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Application No.; 
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Docket No.: 



REQUEST FOR TEI EPHONE INTER VTF W 



Commissioner for Patents 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313 
Sir: 

A telephone interview is respectfully requested. 
August 9, 2006 Respectfully submitted. 
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